July 11, 2006

I urge a ‘“‘no” vote on the Conyers
amendment and an ‘‘aye’ vote and pas-
sage of the bill.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have
heard a lot today about a carefully ne-
gotiated balance in this bill. I would
like to know who was involved in this
negotiation. I certainly wasn’t. Was
the horsing racing industry involved?
Apparently, they were. Talk about a
special interest. The lotteries? Jack
Abramoff, perhaps? Because they are
all getting exactly what they want
with this piece of legislation.

I would like to urge a little honesty
on the floor today and urge my col-
leagues to support the Berkley-Conyers
amendment. If you are serious about
banning Internet gaming, well, then,
let’s ban it and let’s not make a major
exception that can drive a truck
through this.

I urge all my colleagues, before you
vote on this, go online. Check out
horse racing online and see the pages
and pages of online betting that you
can do when it comes to racing horses.
There is no excuse and no reason for
this exemption other than you couldn’t
cut a deal with the horse racing indus-
try, so you exempted them.

I urge everyone to vote for the Berk-
ley amendment and against the Good-
latte bill.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my
time.

Mr. Speaker, let’s forget about who is
on which side of this legislation and
this amendment here in the House of
Representatives, and let’s look at the
fact that 49 out of the 50 State attor-
neys general support this legislation.
They are not in the back pocket of any
industry. They are all elected, or most
of them are elected by the people, and
they are the chief law enforcement of-
ficers of their respective States. They
say we need this legislation and they
support this legislation and oppose the
amendment.

The only State attorney general that
doesn’t is the State attorney general of
Nevada. Now, which State has got the
most gambling to export across State
lines into other States? I would submit
it is Nevada. Which State doesn’t have
horse racing and doesn’t have a State
lottery to export? It is Nevada, among
others.

So I give the gentlewoman from Ne-
vada a lot of credit for representing her
State and her constituents. I don’t
think that is the priority of the other
49 States. It certainly is not the pri-
ority of their State attorneys general,
and we ought to vote down this amend-
ment.

Mr. SWEENEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
day in opposition of the Berkley
amendment. This amendment would
outlaw all gambling online throughout
the United States. This is unnecessary
and would hurt the domestic horse-
racing industry. The domestic horse-
racing industry is already regulated.
This amendment would put unneces-
sary burdens on an industry that oper-
ates above board.
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A provision allowing for legal horse
gambling domestically and opening the
door to allow horse gambling over the
Internet is included in this bill. Regu-
lated by States though the Interstate
Horseracing Act, IHA, this provision
was agreed to by the Justice Depart-
ment and the domestic horseracing in-
dustry.

The primary focus of H.R. 4411 is to
curb illegal—primarily offshore—wa-
gering, not regulate further the domes-
tic horse industry. We need to allow
the States to continue regulating
horseracing via State racing commis-
sions or legislatures.

Currently, ongoing discussions are
occurring between Justice Department
and the horseracing industry con-
cerning horse race gambling over the
Internet. The Berkley amendment
would prevent this review from con-
tinuing.

The horseracing industry is a mas-
sive economic engine in our Nation,
providing $26 billion in economic activ-
ity and maintaining over 1 million
jobs. In my district alone, which is
home to the Saratoga Racetrack, the
oldest thoroughbred track in the coun-
try, the horseracing industry brings in
over $70 million into the local econ-
omy. If this amendment passes, hard-
working individuals would certainly
lose their jobs. The industry sustains
more than 40,000 people across my
home State of New York, over 10,000 in
my district.

The industry supports a large sector
of small businesses and is the reason
for the existence of more than 400 New
York State breeding farms. During the
2005 season alone, the Saratoga Race-
track attracted 1 million people, who
wagered approximately $145 million.
That equates to 1 million people in
Saratoga spending $70 million at local
restaurants, stores and various other
attractions. These people make Sara-
toga the jewel of upstate New York
that it is. We ought not to punish a le-
gitimate industry that is already regu-
lated.

This is a responsible industry that
provides jobs, pumps money into our
economy and is already regulated. I
urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on this amendment.

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. I yield back
the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 907, the pre-
vious question is ordered on the bill, as
amended, and on the further amend-
ment by the gentlewoman from Nevada
(Ms. BERKLEY).

The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentlewoman from Ne-
vada (Ms. BERKLEY).

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Ms. BERKLEY. Mr. Speaker, on that
I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of today,
further consideration of H.R. 4411 will
be postponed.

H5001

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on motions to suspend the rules
on which a recorded vote or the yeas
and nays are ordered, or on which the
vote is objected to under clause 6 of
rule XX.

Record votes on postponed questions
will be taken tomorrow.

———

TO STUDY AND PROMOTE THE
USE OF ENERGY EFFICIENT
COMPUTER SERVERS IN THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. ROGERS of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules
and pass the bill (H.R. 5646) to study
and promote the use of energy efficient
computer servers in the United States,
as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 5646

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. STUDY.

Not later than 180 days after the date of
enactment of this Act, the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency,
through the Energy Star program, shall
transmit to the Congress the results of a
study analyzing the rapid growth and energy
consumption of computer data centers by
the Federal Government and private enter-
prise. The study shall include—

(1) an overview of the growth trends associ-
ated with data centers and the utilization of
servers in the Federal Government and pri-
vate sector;

(2) analysis of the industry migration to
the use of energy efficient microchips and
servers designed to provide energy efficient
computing and reduce the costs associated
with constructing, operating, and maintain-
ing large and medium scale data centers;

(3) analysis of the potential cost savings to
the Federal Government, large institutional
data center operators, private enterprise,
and consumers available through the adop-
tion of energy efficient data centers and
servers;

(4) analysis of the potential cost savings
and benefits to the energy supply chain
through the adoption of energy efficient data
centers and servers, including reduced de-
mand, enhanced capacity, and reduced strain
on existing grid infrastructure, and consider-
ation of secondary benefits, including poten-
tial impact of related advantages associated
with substantial domestic energy savings;

(5) analysis of the potential impacts of en-
ergy efficiency on product performance, in-
cluding computing functionality, reliability,
speed, and features, and overall cost;

(6) analysis of the potential cost savings
and benefits to the energy supply chain
through the use of stationary fuel cells for
backup power and distributed generation;

(7) an overview of current government in-
centives offered for energy efficient products
and services and consideration of similar in-
centives to encourage the adoption of energy
efficient data centers and servers;

(8) recommendations regarding potential
incentives and voluntary programs that
could be used to advance the adoption of en-
ergy efficient data centers and computing;
and

(9) a meaningful opportunity for interested
stakeholders, including affected industry
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